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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the dirrci cnccs bciw eenthe subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a w ht)lc w duIcI have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claim 1, 3-7, 9-13, 15-19 and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Jenkins et al. (U.S. Pub No. 2002/0188499 Al). 

Regarding to claim 1, Jenkins et al. discloses the invention substantially as claimed. 
Jenkins et al. discloses a computer implemented method of dynamic customer demand 
forecasting (paragraph [0002], lines 1-2), comprising using a computer (i.e. external system/web- 
client, see fig. lb) to perform the steps of: inputting at least one forecast rule (paragraph [0028], 
lines 1-4, paragraph [0029], lines 1-3); accumulating forecasted demand (paragraph [0030], lines 
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7-10), selecting a highest hit rate from the forecast hit rate; and designating the forecast rule 
corresponding to the highest hit rate as a target rule (paragraph [0034], lines 1-3, paragraph 
[0037], lines 1-7). However, Jenkins et al does not explicitly disclose calculating at least one 
forecast hit rate, each of which corresponds to a forecast rule. It is common knowledge in the 
prior art to calculate (i.e. accumulate) a forecast hit rate (i.e. orders) corresponding to a forecast 
rule when accumulating forecasted demand. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the method of Jenkins et al. 
to include to feature of calculating at least one forecast hit rate (i.e. orders), each of which 
corresponds to a forecast rule. The motivation for doing so would have been to adjust/modify 
the forecasted demand by selecting the highest hit rate as the target rule. 

Regarding to claim 7, Jenkins et al. discloses the invention substantially as claimed. 
Jenkins et al. discloses an apparatus (i.e. machine/server) of dynamic customer demand 
forecasting (see fig. la), comprising: inputting at least one forecast rule (paragraph [0028], lines 
1-4, paragraph [0029], lines 1-3); accumulating forecasted demand (paragraph [0030], lines 7- 
10), accumulating forecasted demand (paragraph [0030], lines 7-10), selecting a highest hit rate 
from the forecast hit rate; and designating the forecast rule corresponding to the highest hit rate 
as a target rule (paragraph [0034], lines 1-3, paragraph [0037], lines 1-7). However Jenkins et al. 
does not explicitly disclose an input module, a calculation module, coupled to the input module, 
calculating at least one forecast hit rate, each of which corresponds to a forecast rule; a selection 
module, coupled to the calculation module, and a designation module, coupled to the selection 
module. It is contmion knowledge in the prior art for the apparatus of Jenkins et al. to include 
various modules (i.e. input module, calculation module, selection module, designation module, 
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etc.) and to calculate (i.e. accumulate) a forecast hit rate (i.e. orders) corresponding to a forecast 
rule when accumulating forecasted demand. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the apparatus of Jenkins et 
al. to include to feature of an input module, a calculation module, coupled to the input module, 
calculating at least one forecast hit rate, each of which corresponds to a forecast rule; a selection 
module, coupled to the calculation module, and a designation module, coupled to the selection 
module. The motivation for doing so would have been to separate the implementation of 
performing a specific fimction of the apparatus in order to adjust/modify the forecasted demand 
by selecting the highest hit rate as the target rule. 

Regarding to claim 13, Jenkins et al. discloses the invention substantially as claimed. 
Jenkins et al. discloses a storage medium (i.e. external system/server, see fig. lb) for storing a 
computer program providing a method of dynamic customer demand forecasting (paragraph 
[0002], lines 1-2), the method comprising the steps of: inputting at least one forecast rule 
(paragraph [0028], lines 1-4, paragraph [0029], lines 1-3); accumulating forecasted demand 
(paragraph [0030], lines 7-10); selecting a highest hit rate fi-om the forecast hit rate; and 
designating the forecast rule corresponding to the highest hit rate as a target rule (paragraph 
[0034], lines 1-3, paragraph [0037], lines 1-7). However, Jenkins et al does not explicitly 
disclose calculating at least one forecast hit rate, each of which corresponds to a forecast rule. It 
is common knowledge in the prior art to calculate (i.e. accumulate) a forecast hit rate (i.e. orders) 
corresponding to a forecast rule when accumulating forecasted demand. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for 
the storage medium of Jenkins et al. to include to feature of calculating at least one forecast hit 
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rate (i.e. orders), each of which corresponds to a forecast rule. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to adjust/modify the forecasted demand by selecting the highest hit rate as the 
target rule. 

Regarding to claim 19, Jenkins et al. discloses the invention substantially as claimed. 
Jenkins discloses a system of dynamic customer demand forecasting (paragraph [0002], lines 1- 
2), comprising: an operation computer (i.e. extemal system/web client) (paragraph [0057], lines 
1-5, see fig. lb), inputting at least one forecast rule (paragraph [0028], lines 1-4, paragraph 
[0029], lines 1-3), accumulating forecasted demand (paragraph [0030], lines 7-10), selecting a 
highest hit rate from the forecast hit rate, and designating the forecast rule corresponding to the 
highest hit rate as a target rule (paragraph [0034], lines 1-3, paragraph [0037], lines 1-7); and at 
least one database, coupled to the operation computer, storing the forecast rule, the forecast hit 
rate, and the target rule (i.e. information for operation) (paragraph [0019], lines 1-3, paragraph 
[0028], lines 1-6). However, Jenkins et al does not explicitly disclose calculating at least one 
forecast hit rate, each of which corresponds to a forecast rule. It is common knowledge in the 
prior art to calculate (i.e. accumulate) a forecast hit rate (i.e. orders) corresponding to a forecast 
rule when accumulating forecasted demand. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the system of Jenkins et al. 
to include to feature of calculating at least one forecast hit rate (i.e. orders), each of which 
corresponds to a forecast rule. The motivation for doing so would have been to adjust/modify 
the forecasted demand by selecting the highest hit rate as the target rule. 
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Regarding to claims 3, 9, 15 and 21, Jenkins et al. discloses wherein the forecast rule 
comprises a forecast base rule (i.e. forecast for the period) (paragraph [0029], lines 1-3) and at 
least one customer defined rule (i.e. input by customer orders) (paragraph [0031], lines 1-2). 

Regarding to claims 4, 10, 16 and 22 Jenkins et al. discloses integrating (i.e. supplement) 
the forecast base rule and the customer defined rule into the forecast rule (paragraph [0031], lines 
1-2 and 6-8). 

Regarding to claims 5, 11, 17 and 23, Jenkins et al. discloses the invention substantially 
as claimed. Jenkins et al. discloses prorating the forecast by demand to date (paragraph [0030], 
lines 1-3) and setting the need date on which the first demand occurs (i.e. date of the first order) 
(paragraph [0048], lines 5-6). However, Jenkins et al. does not explicitly disclose wherein the 
forecast base rule is produced according to the most current order. It is common knowledge in 
the prior art to produce the forecast base rule according to the most current order when prorating 
the forecast by demand to date. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the computer implemented method, 
apparatus, storage medium and system of Jenkins et al. to include the feature of wherein the 
forecast base rule is produced according to the most current order. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to dynamically forecast demand and efficiently develop delivery capabilities of 
customer orders based on the most current orders. 

Regarding to claims 6, 12, 18 and 24, Jenkins et al. discloses wherein the forecast hit rate 
is calculated according to orders (i.e. customer orders) (paragraph [0031], lines 1-2 and 6-8, 
paragraph [0034], lines 1-3, paragraph [0037], lines 1-7). 
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4. Claim 2, 8, 14 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jenkins et al. (U.S. Pub No. 2002/0188499 Al) in view of Borders et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 7,139,721 
B2). 

Regarding to claims 2, 8, 14 and 20, Jenkins et al. discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed. However, Jenkins et al. does not disclose providing the target rule to a capacity 
allocation model for capacity allocation. Borders et al. discloses providing customer order data 
(i.e. target rule) to determine an actual capacity allocation distribution. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the computer implemented method, apparatus, storage medium and system of Jenkins et 
al. with the feature of providing the target rule to a capacity allocation model for capacity 
allocation as taught by Borders et al., as both Jenkins et al. and Borders et al. are directed to a 
computer implemented method, apparatus, storage medium and system of dynamic customer 
demand forecasting. The motivation for doing so would have been to efficiently develop 
delivery capabilities of customer orders. 



Conclusion 

5 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Gleditsch et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,415,195 Bl) discloses a system and method of 
scheduling demand. BCing et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 2003/01 10104 Al) discloses an inventory 
management system. Lin et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0036946 Al) discloses a system and method 
with capacity and material target forecast used in supply chain management. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner should be directed to GEORGE PARK whose telephone number is (571)270-3547. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

GP 

3/5/08 

/Jonathan G. Sterrett/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3623 



